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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

NATHANIEL ALLEN LINDELL,

 ORDER 

Plaintiff,

02-C-473-C

v.

JAMES DOYLE, SCOTT McCALLUM, STEVEN

CASPERSON, MATTHEW FRANK, JON E. LITSCHER,

LAURA WOOD, STEVE PUCKETT, GERALD BERGE,

PETER HUIBREGTSE, GARY BOUGHTON, VICKI

SEBASTIAN, CPT. GARY BLACKBOURN, TIMOTHY

HAINES, LINDA HODDY, JOHN SHARPE, CINDY 

O’DONNELL, MR. HRUDKA, LT. GARDINER, 

JULIE BIGGAR, MARK CARPENTER, DARREN MILLER, 

SGT. HANKE, MR. FERRELL, TODD OVERBO, 

MICHAEL SHERMAN, DENNIS McCLIMMONS, 

STEVE ECK, CHAD LOMEN, SANDRA GRONDIN,

JoANNE GOVIERE, JOHN DOE #’S 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 

8, 9 and 10, ELLEN RAY, GARY McCAUGHTRY,

MARC CLEMENTS, DEBRA TETZLAFF, CPT. SCOTT

ECKSTEIN, CPT. STEVE SCHUELER, LT. RANDALL 

GARRITSON, WILLIAM SCHULTZ, C.O. WATSON, 

CHAPLAIN FRANCIS, BYRON BARTOW, KATHLEEN 

BELLAIRE, and STEVE SPANBAUER,,

Defendants.

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

In an order entered in Lindell v. Frank, 02-C-0021-C, on May 30, 2003, I warned
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plaintiff Nathaniel Lindell that if he sent degrading or harassing communications to a lawyer

involved in litigation before this court, he would be subject to severe sanctions, including the

possible loss of his right to file civil suits in forma pauperis in this court.  In a brief filed in

this court on September 1, 2004, dkt. #42, plaintiff wrote “Accommodating numerous

discovery requests is their fault for denying Lindell’s entire complaint and engaging in

numerous unconstitutional and just plain stupid actions.”  In the conclusion of his reply

brief, dkt. #46, filed on September 13, 2004, plaintiff added the phrase, “Death to

Stupidity.”  

Calling defendants and their counsel stupid and then saying, “Death to Stupidity” fits

within the category of degrading or harassing communications.  This will be plaintiff’s

second warning that such statements are improper.  If plaintiff persists in making and

sending similar communications, he is guaranteed to lose his right to proceed in forma

pauperis in this court.  

Entered this 16th day of September, 2004.

BY THE COURT:

BARBARA B. CRABB

District Judge
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